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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

1. 35 U.S. C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, 
manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement 
thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claim 50 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed invention is directed to non- statutory subject matter. 
Claim 50 is drawn to functional descriptive material NOT claimed 
as residing on a computer readable medium. 

Claim 50, while defining a computer program, does not 
define a "computer- readable medium" and is thus non- statutory 
for that reason. A computer program can range from paper on 
which the program is written, to a program simply contemplated 
and memorized by a person. The examiner suggests amending the 
claim to embody the program on "computer- readable medium" (e.g. 
"a computer- readable medium storing a computer program...") in 
order to make the claim statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or 
a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country/ more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the United states. 

3. Claims 1, 19, 43-44, & 49-50, insofar as claim 50 is 
understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Yeomans (EP 0246010) . 

Re claims 1, 19, & 49-50, insofar as claim 50 is 
understood, Yeomans discloses (Abstract, Figure 1) an image 
processing system in which large region signals are generated 
and stored (low resolution image signal store 3) and detail 
signals are generated and separately stored (high resolution 
magnified image signal store 4) . These signals are processed (by 
selector 5) in order to produce an optimized output visual image 
(on display 1) . 

Re claims 43-44, Yeomans discloses the use of a 
minicomputer (2) to control this operation, inherently requiring 
the presence of a stored program with instructions and data to 
enable this operation. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of. 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
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the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 38-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yeomans . 

Re claims 3 8-42, Yeomans does not specify whether the 
storage of image signals and data are in separate files or in a 
combined file. 

The storage of data in a single file or in separate files 
would be a selection among well-known equivalents. The selection 
of one of a set of equivalent choices known to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, where the reasons for the selection of one 
equivalent rather than another is not to solve an existent 
problem, has been judicially recognized as an expedient obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art. In re Ruff , 118 USPQ 343 
(CCPA 1958) . 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 2-18, 20-37, & 45-48 are objected to as being 
dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if 
rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations 
of the base claim and any intervening claims . 

7. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication 
of allowable subject matter: 
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Re claim 2 (and dependent claim 3), the art of record does 
not teach or suggest the recited revised-visual image -referenced 
processing in conjunction with the recited large region signal 
and detail signal processing. 

Re claim 4 (and dependent claim 3), the art of record does 
not teach or suggest the recited conversion and provision of 
visual -image -referenced processing in conjunction with the 
recited large region signal and detail signal processing. 

Re claims 5, 8, 11-12 (and dependent claims 6-7, 9-10, 13- 
18, 23-36), the art of record does not teach or suggest the 
recited conversion and provision of visual -image -referenced 
processing in conjunction with the recited large region signal 
and detail signal processing. 

Re claim 20, the art of record does not teach or suggest 
the recited combination of a low frequency component and en edge 
component as a large region signal in conjunction with the 
recited large region signal and detail signal processing. 

Re claim 21, the art of record does not teach or suggest 
the recited frequency band separation arrangement in conjunction 
with the recited large region signal and detail signal 
processing. 
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Re claim 22, the art of record does not teach or suggest 
the recited wavelet processing arrangement in conjunction with 
the recited large region signal and detail signal processing. 

Re claim 37, the art of record does not teach or suggest 
the recited dependence of visual image-referenced data on output 
device characteristics in conjunction with the recited large 
region signal and detail signal processing. 

Re claim 4 5 (and dependent claims 4 6-48) , the art of record 
does not teach or suggest the recited conditional processing of 
large region and detail signals in conjunction with the recited 
large region signal and detail signal processing. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Scheurich, Fujimori, and Iwaki disclose examples of high- 
resolution and low- resolution signal processing. 

9. Any inquiry concerning the contents of this communication 
or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed 
to Stephen M. Brinich at 571-272-7430. 

Any inquiry relating to the status of this application, 
entry of papers into this application, or other any inquiries of 
a general nature concerning application processing should be 
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directed to the Tech Center 2600 Customer Service center at 571- 
272-2600 or to the USPTO Contact Center at 800-786-9199 or 571- 
272-1000. 

The examiner can normally be reached on weekdays 8:00-5:30, 



alternate Fridays off. 

The examiner's unit designation has been changed from "Art 
Unit 2624" to "Technology Division 2625" (as of March 20, 2006) . 

If attempts to contact the examiner and the Customer 
Service Center are unsuccessful, supervisor David Moore can be 
contacted at 571-272-7437. 

Faxes pertaining to this application should be directed to 
the Tech Center 2600 official fax number, which is 571-273-8300. 

Hand- carried correspondence may be delivered to the 

■ 

Customer Service Window, located at the Randolph Building, 401 
Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 22314. 
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Examiner 
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